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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) The Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 1-7,15-18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hammond et al PGPUB (US2002/0082977 A1). 

As regards claim 1; Hammond et al discloses a valuation data analysis system 
comprising: 

a) A valuation data processing system configured to receive the valuation data, 
the data processing system configured to process the valuation data to identify 
relationships between similar items currently listed for sale and previously sold items, [cl 
1 , line 5] 

It is understood that the auction listing data is a public available listing and the non- 
public database. 

As regards claim 2, Hammond et al discloses the system of claim 1 further 
comprising a currently listed item for sale of interest to a potential buyer comparatively 
displayed with respect to valuation data based at least in part on the relationships 
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identified by the valuation data processing system, [cl 3] Examiner interprets valuation 
data to be same as auction data. 

As regards claim 3. Hammond et al discloses the system of claim 2 further 
comprising an auction web site, wherein the auction web site hosts auctions of interest 
to a potential bidder.[cl 3] ,[005]. 

It is understood that the auction web site host auctions used simultaneously by the 
potential bidder and seller. The examiner interprets the auction as one and the same 
site used by both buyer and seller. 

As regards claim 4, Hammond et al discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the 
valuation data represent choices made by a potential buyer searching listed items for 
sale, [cl 3] 

Hammond further states [0008] to collect data related to auction sales initiated by a 
seller in order to provide continuously updated infonnation to the seller. The body of 
data collected comes from the listing options and the auction outcomes. This 
information is from and of interest to both the seller and the buyer. 

As regards claim 5, Hammond et al discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the 
valuation data includes at least one of an opening bid, a closing bid, and a completed 
sale price, [cl 5] 
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As regards claim 6, Hammond et al discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the 
valuation data includes an identification of a currently listed item for sale, [cl 6] 

As regards claim 7, Hammond et al discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the 
valuation data includes an identification of a previously sold item, [cl 6] 
It is understood that the closing bid data is used as historical data for previously sold 
items and is interpreted as identification of a previously sold item. 

As regards claim 15 Hammond et al discloses a method for a valuation data analysis 
system comprising the steps of: 

a) Identifying a listed item open for bidding at auction; [cl 14 line 2] 

b) Identifying a plurality of auction listings for items similar to the item open for bidding; 
[cl 14 line 3] 

c) Mining valuation data from the identified auction listings; [cl 14 line 7] 

d) And identifying relationships between the listed item open for bidding and closing 
prices for similar items, and the mined valuation data from the identified auction listings, 
[cl 14 line 9] 

It is understood that the mining valuation data from the identified auction listings is the 
same as monitoring the identified auction listings. 
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As regards claim 16, Hammond et al disclose the method of claim 15 further 
comprising the step of displaying valuation data in at least one of text and graphic 
format for comparison and evaluation by a potential bidder. 

For example, one of the data fields collected from an on-line auction can be a free text 
description of the product. [0052]. In one embodiment, the system graphs the 
relationship between the number of products to be sold against likely closing prices. 
[0095]. The bid price and bid activity is monitored at each of the auction sites. Some on- 
line auction sites typically provide data. [0127] 

As regards claim 17 Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 16 further 
comprising the step of automated mining of valuation data from new auction listings. 
[0127] This infomnation can be automatically gathered by the auction data mining 
system. 

As regards claim 18 Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 17 further 
comprising the step of refining the identified relationships based at least on the mined 
valuation data from new auction listings [page 7 paragraph 17]. The steps 208 and 210 
can be repeated again and again to further refine the optimal setting that are likely to 
maximize auction outcome [0080]. 

As regards claim 20, Hammond et al discloses a method for a valuation data 
analysis system comprising the steps of: 
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a) Identifying an item to be purchased; [cl 18, line 2] 

b) Identifying a plurality of marketplaces selling items similar to the identified item; [cl 
18, line 3] 

c) Selecting a marketplace based on at least one of current sales of items similar to the 
identified item in the marketplace, bidding activity related to items similar to the 
Identified item, comparison of quality characteristics related to items similar to the 
identified item, and comparison of sale completion data related to purchasers of items 
similar to the identified item; [cl 18, line 5] 

d) Collecting data for items similar to the identified item offered in the identified 
marketplaces, [cl 18, line 10] 

e) Analyzing the data to determine supply and demand; and based on at least the 
determined supply and demand, determining a relative purchase price for the identified 
item in the marketplace, [cl 18, line 1] 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in secton 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8-10, 12-14, 19 and 21-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Hammond et a! (PGPUB US2002/0082977 A1). 
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As regards claim 8, Hammond et al discloses a method for a valuation data analysis 
system comprising the steps of: 

a) Identifying a set of item search parameters; [cl 8 line 2] 

b) Identifying a plurality of auction listings based on the item search parameters; [cl 8, 
line 3] 

c) Identifying valuation data for each of the identified plurality of auction listings; and [cl 
8 line 4] 

Hammond does not explicitly disclose displaying a comparison of auction listings as 
a function of the set of item search parameters based on at least one of the identified 
valuation data for the identified plurality of auction listings. 

However, Hammond discloses detennining a function that yields an output value as a 
function of the auction listing variables.[cl8] 

It is understood that displaying a comparison as a function of the item search 
parameters is inclusive of a function that yields an output value as a function of auction 
listing variables. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the invention of Hammond to display a comparison of the 
search parameters. The motivation would be to provide data useful to the bidding 
customers. 
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As regards claim 9, Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the 
comparison displayed is related to at least one of a minimum closing price, a maximum 
closing price, and an average closing price from similar auction listings. 
Data is analyzed to identify correlations between item listing options and desirable 
auction results, such as closing bid price. [Abstract] 

It is understood that displaying a comparison of closing prices is interpreted as the 
same as identifying correlations between item listing options. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the invention of Hammond to display a comparison of the 
closing price. The motivation would be to provide data useful to the bidding customers. 

As regards claim 10, Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the 
comparison displayed is a graphic bell curve of closing prices from similar auction 
listings. [0105 last sentence] 

Hammond et al does not disclose a graphic bell curve of closing prices. 
However, Hammond discloses that curve fitting can be performed on these data points. 
It is understood that graphic bell curve of closing prices is interpreted as plotting the 
curve closing auction data. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the invention of Hammond to display a curve on data from the 
closing prices. The motivation would be to provide data useful to the bidding customers. 
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As regards claim 12, Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 8 further 
comprising the step of displaying the identified plurality of auction listings, wherein the 
valuation data for each of the plurality of auction listings has a different set of values 
than any other of the auction listings, [cl 12] 

As regards claim 13, Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the 
plurality of auction listings is listed on a plurality of different on-line auction sites. [cl13] 

As regards claim 14, Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the 
item search parameters result in displayed valuation data including identification data of 
at least one of a prior seller, a current seller, a prior purchaser, a prior bidder, and a 
current bidder. 

[0008] In one embodiment, a system is preferably configured to collect data related to 
auction sales initiated by a seller in order to provide continuously updated information to 
the seller. The collected data may additionally include factors or characteristics of 
auctions, in addition to closing price, that may be of interest to the seller, such as the 
total number of bids on an item. 

It is understood that item search parameters result in valuation data for at least one 
seller is the same as collected data from auction sale data initiated by the seller. 
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As regards claim 19 Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 15, wherein the 
mined valuation data includes identification data of at least one of a prior seller, a 
current seller, a prior purchaser, a prior bidder, and a current bidder. 
[0008] In one embodiment, a system is preferably configured to collect data related to 
auction sales initiated by a seller in order to provide continuously updated information to 
the seller. The collected data may additionally include factors or characteristics of 
auctions, in addition to closing price, that may be of interest to the seller, such as the 
total number of bids on an item. 

It is understood that item search parameters result in valuation data for at least one 
seller is the same as collected data from auction sale data initiated by the seller. 

As regards claim 21, Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 20, wherein the 
marketplace is an on-line auction marketplace. 

[0005] On-line web-based auction sites such as EBay have provided a new and flexible 
market for a broad range of items. 

As regards claim 22, Hammond et al disclose the method of claim 21 , wherein the 
on-line auction marketplace is selected based on the number of listings for items similar 
to the identified item. 

The many available on-line auctions provide numerous options for listing items for sale. 
This includes the number of similar items listed for sale, among other factors.[0005] 
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The method also includes selecting an auction marketplace based at least upon at least 
one of current sales of Items similar to the item In the marketplace [0013 third 
sentence]. 

As regards claim 23, Hammond et at discloses the method of claim 20 further 
comprising the step of analyzing the collected data to identify if sufficient data is 
available for a statistically meaningful comparison with the identified item. 
[0058] At a step 206 of the method 200, the relationships between auction outcome 
and collected predictor variables are analyzed to create one or more models predictive 
of auction outcome. 

It is understood that sufficient data must be available such that the data be statistically 
meaningful. Sufficient data must be used in predictive models so that the results can be 
statistically reliable. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to make the statistically meaningful comparisons. 

As regards claim 24, Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 20 further 
comprising the step of analyzing the collected data to identify related items similar to the 
identified item, where the related items have quality characteristics different than quality 
characteristics associated with the identified item. 

[0008] In one embodiment, a system is preferably configured to collect data related to 
auction sales initiated by a seller in order to provide continuously updated infomnation to 
the seller. The collected data may additionally include factors or characteristics of 
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auctions, in addition to closing price, that may be of interest to the seller, such as the 
total number of bids on an item. 

As regards claim 25, Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 20, wherein the 
collected item data includes identification data of at least one of a prior seller, a current 
seller, a prior purchaser, a prior bidder, and a current bidder. 

The method also includes ranking the plurality of auctions based at least upon at least 
one of a current bid price, a number of bidders, [0014] 

[0008] In one embodiment, a system is preferably configured to collect data related to 
auction sales initiated by a seller in order to provide continuously updated infomnation to 
the seller. The collected data may additionally include factors or characteristics of 
auctions, in addition to closing price, that may be of interest to the seller, such as the 
total number of bids on an item. 

Claim 11 Is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hammond et 
al (PGPUB US2002/0082977 Al) in view of Harmon et al (US 2004/0039696 Al). 

As regards claim 11, Hammond et al discloses the method of claim 8 further 

comprising the step of permitting a potential buyer to place a bid on an Item offered at 

auction based on at least one of the identified valuation data; [ci 1 1]. 

Hammond et al does not disclose a potential buyer placing a bid on an item offered at 

auction. 
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However, Hammon et al discloses If the user finds an acceptable bid or offer and 
accepts the bid or offer, then the intermediate steps of placing bid or making an offer 
are omitted and a payment transaction is automatically completed at step 714 in the 
manner described above for the accepted bid or offer. [0124] 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the Invention to modify the invention of Hammon in view of Hammond to provide the 
ability to brows for an acceptable bid or offer and to accept the bid or offer. The 
motivation would be to provide bidders with a means of placing a bid. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John A. Anderson whose telephone number Is 571-270- 
3327. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:00 to 5:00 
Pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, AKM ULLAH can be reached on 571-2722361. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



John A Anderson 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3609 
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SUPERVISORY BWENT EXAMINER 



